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REMARKS 

In light of the above amendments and remarks to follow, reconsideration and 
allowance of this application are respectfully requested. 

This invention provides for, inter alia, a mannose-containing palm kernel meal 
obtained by adding a mannan degradation enzyme or an acidic catalyst to palm kernel meal. 

It is believed that no fee is required for the consideration of this Amendment. If, 
however, a fee is due, the Director is authorized to charge said fee or credit any overpayment to 
Deposit Account 50-0320. 

Claims 1-10 were in this application. Claims 1, 2, and 9 have been amended and 
claims 8 and 10 has been canceled without prejudice. Claims 1 1 and 12 are added. Support for 
claim 12 is found on page 4, lines 9-16 of the instant application. Claims 1-7, 9, 1 l and 12 are 
currently pending in this application. As the changes are directed to formal issues which do not 
affect the scope of the claims, the application of the doctrine of equivalents is not affected. 

Claims 1-10 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. In view of the amendments to the claims and for the reasons that 
follow, it is urged that this rejection is moot and should be withdrawn. 

The Examiner objected to the use of the term "functioning" in claim 1 and 
"functioned" in claim 2. Applicants amended these terms to "treating" in claim 1 and " treated" 
in claim 2 and urge that the rejection is moot. As this does not narrow the scope of the originally 
claimed subject matter, the application of the doctrine of equivalents is not affected. 
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With respect to the rejection of claim 8, Applicants urge that the intent is clear in 
view of the discussion on page 4 of the specification. However, rather than argue, Applicants 
have replaced this claim with claim 12. 

Although Applicant disagrees with the allegations that claim 10 is indefinite, 
cancellation of claim 10 renders the rejection moot. 

Claims 1-9 and 1 1-13, as presented herein, are believed to be in full compliance 
with the requirements of35U.S.C.§112. Accordingly, withdrawal of the 112 rejection is 
respectfully requested. 

In addition, the Examiner objected to claim 9 because of informalities. This claim 
has been amended herein by correcting for such informalities. Applicants therefore respectfully 
request that the objection to claim 9 be withdrawn. 

Claims 1 to 10 stand rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obvious-type 
double patenting for allegedly being unpatentable over claims 1-9 of commonly owned co- 
pending U.S. Application No. 10/250,452. Applicants respectfully disagree with this rejection. 
However, in order to advance prosecution, enclosed herewith is a Terminal Disclaimer which 
will render this rejection moot. Applicants are filing the Terminal Disclaimer solely to advance 
prosecution and to avoid the cost of an appeal and the filing of such should not be interpreted to 
create any estoppel with respect to the claims of the patent or this application. As this rejection 
is moot, its withdrawal is requested. 
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It is believed that the application is in condition for allowance and an early notice 
to that effect is earnestly solicited. If, however, there remains an issue outstanding, the Examiner 
is invited to contact the undersigned for its prompt resolution. 

Favorable action is earnestly solicited. 

Respectfully submitted, 

FROMMER LAWRENCE & HAUG LLP 
Attorneys for Applicants 



By: 




Mark W. Russell 
Reg. No. 37,514 
Christian M. Smolizza 
Reg. No. 36,419 
Telephone: (212) 588-0800 
Facsimile: (212) 588-0500 
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